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VH. (C) DBPLDfYMBOT 

(C) When the Aray end Navy first started the JUPITER development 
program, the tentative plan called for deployment of the weapon system 
on or before June i960* The location of the deployed missile vaa 
ua&efined* and thli vaa the status for tetter than two year*. From 
tlM to time the Aray attempted to ctotaln a deployment plan, but wae 
unable to do so. As earlier msntioaed, even the OSB development 
program was held up, and, without this equipment, deployment was 
Impossible. 

(C) The orbiting of 8WIHIK and the decision by 06D to develop 
both IHBH's brought the deployment aspects of the JUPITER closer to 
definition, although a specific site was not indicated. The directive 
•imply stated that deployment was to be effected by December 1958. 
SAC'S operational plan of Jtercb 1958 mentioned 1-..*- the emplacements 
would be located 00 "the periphery of the Sino-Soviet Bloc,*' but stated 
there ^tsuld be much effort in*o\ved in effecting U« biluusral agree- 
ment with host countries. 1 In June of 1958, Air Force representative 

2 
vers discussing possible deployment with French HATO personnel, but 

France did not become a participant in the JUPITER program. 

( f j) By July 1958, the successful deployment of the missile during 
the year appeared rather unlikely, ASMA had estimated that an initial 
sit* selecti<» hail to be made by 25 July in order to gain a partial 
depK^wnt of the first squadron, this date *ea based on the fact that 

I V fiAfl* 1-g, k frfcr $8, s ubj: &X-7B (M) <W rfan f Hist Ott files,", 
2; Hist, AWA, Jaa-Jun 58, p. 79, Hist Off files- 
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the contractor needed 215 day* to set up the IXSC, RIK, aualtiijn, and 

six eaplaceaent area*. Each day beyond the decision cutoff resulted 

3 

In a corresponding day of slippage. Aa it turned out, slippage becane 

the rule rather than the exception, for It vas long peat 25 July 1953 
•before the naceeeary agreements vara signed. 

(U) In viev of the protracted delays, a question of. wanning the 
squadrons arose in September • Conferences with the proposed host 
country—Italy— revealed a desire that eventually manning vould be 
completely from the allied nation. Thus, tentative plans indicated 

V&kt asmaing f or the first squadron and NATO manning for the second 

k 
and subsequent squadron* later, In November, USAF questioned the 

advisability of the miming plan unless the agreements were signed by 

10 December . To gain the early operational capability, they believed 

that the second squadron vould have to be Banned by USAF personnel, as 

veil. 

(C) Deployment plans were based on a "floating M date* during 

tive latter part of 1^'* In other vords, from the time the agrceosnt 

was signed, tvo aissUr* and supporting GSE vould be deployed to be 

in place 6o days later, and at T-15 readiness at the end of 75 days* 

The reaalnlng four slbfiile* vould be in place at H plus 120 days, and 

In. a cxlJnt readiness state at 135 days. This particular plan was ut 

short .luraticn, for tr» rariy lf>/ t changes vere aadc to the effect tnuv 

the toLal squadron r A I > alssties vould deploy. Schedules u«*d 4 HO-tiay 


3- JU? Frog Rpt for J;i 5<2, o Aug 5o # Klst OfT files. 
*. JUH Prog Rpt for Sep 50, Oct 50, Hist Off files* 
>. JVP ?rcg Rpt for :."ov %j t h Dec 56, Hist 0*f f tins. 
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factor between the signing of a technical agreement and shipment of the 

flrat equijnent, with first .1 torch 1959 tad then 1 April designated 

aa M-Dey. The signing of the govemment-to-government (GTO) agreement 

on 26-27 March confined the 1 April date for planning purposes. 

(C) With the signing of the document, it appeared that the program 

we under way, tut thie was not the case. Italy insisted that the 010 

agreement lacked sufficient detail and a technical agreement would 

hare to be signed between the IAP am U8AF • Points of contention 

involved finding matters , site construction g* Italian contractors, 

and some component fabrication by Italian industry. Discussions on 

these matters began to stretch out, and by June it was realised that 

the 1 April M-Dey was no longer compatible with a realistiT program. 

POD reecinded the date on 1 July and Indicated that the new M-Dfiy would 

coincide with the signing of the technical agreement' At the same time, 

7 


it waa realised that IAF personnel could man both squadrons. 

(C) the signing of the technical agreement on 10 August removed 
the last major roadblock in the NATO I program. Although from time to 
time there were instance* that threatened delay*, the course was 
relatively smooth when compared with past history* Shortly after the 
signing, United States Air Forces, Europe (U8A7E), notified ABMA that 
the beneficial occupancy date .(BOD) for the first position was 1 April 
i960, this meant that deployment planning was rvo longer based on me 


: 3 
190-day factor, but *ms baaed on specific BCD's furnished by the lAf. 

6. Hist, ABMA, Jaa-Jun 59, p£. *-5; JUP Prog ftp*, for Dec >1, 3 Jan 
59# Hist Off files. 

7. JOT Prog Spi.for Apr 5>, ~ vay 59;. JUP Prog *;.•■ r.r «-:. >/, ..Ji 
59, Hist Off files. 

S, JUP Prog Rpt for Aug 5/, :■ >? >># Hist ^tt f::-;. 
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(0) toot tk* jrograa vu Mttlot, «vtoU oooumd wrtlwr 
tiotownnony, for on ao &m 19& *• tool* tad let* iMMb pooitioo 

position eoMlatad of three aUftU* e^laoeMat*, tad t&s tmm-o v sr 


totMWf M fOllCM*? 

~ - 

Position 

Date Tureed Orer to ZAf 

1 

11 JUly I960 

2 

26 April 1961 

3 

1^ April 1961 

a* 

2k torch 1961 

5 

13 February I96I 

6 

7 June 1961 

7 

3 March 1961 

8 

13 June 1961 

9 

29 April 1961 

10 

20 June 1961 


(C) 0a 28 October 1959* the location of the third and final 
JUPITER squadron was settled when the QTO agreement vas signed with 
Turkey, Thereafter, the tvo countries engaged in conferences to 
complete technical arrangements, plan the facilities, and select the 
emplacement sites. Tentatively! 1 June 1961 vas set at; ^he BCD for 
the first launch position* To attain this capability in NATO II, 
initial mn n 1"g by USAF personnel vas required. This arrangement vas 


9. JUP Qtrly Frog Rpt f or 2d Qtr CT 61, 1ft Jul 61, Hist Off files. 
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•era* %o fcy tto TttfkiU pniinMtti *• tMlnlwl ••*•«»*» *»ieb 
vae U^dQAltoft i960. * April J9ft# *U poiltlflM Wtota 
m4y mi MMti ttl ttli «}imii w ittilaM. 10 


(tJ) Xa aany v*ya deplopftat foaed «Ut# * frdblm to AWA, 
although th» Agency *ae not directly IavoItM 1a co mu— i tlng tha 
HTM«mti vitfe the boat oountrtee. Baelcally, the trouble with 1UTO I 
vae aite eelecticn and who vm going tow the equadrone once they vere 
in place. All during 1956, it vu quite a •train to have a deployment 
capability by Xfecaabar 1958. Then, the evitch to KATO I naming placed 
a further tax on ASM* training flacilitiea. In auanation, when viewing 
the developnent aad deployment "upe and dovna/ it vae indeed fortunate 
that tl» did not ^becone critical and that all the emplacenent poaitiona 
vere readied and manned * 


10, Hi*t, ABMA, Jul-Dec 59> P« «, Hiat Oft filee; Interview, Mr. 
Prince Danley, laXQTOHB-COBPtBAL^UPTBBR Project Off, ACMC, 
11 Jul 62. 
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Text from chart on page six; 

MAJOR JUPITER DEVELOPMENT MILESTONES 

MISSILE 
FIRST MISSILE LAUNCHED (1A) 
MSL ACHIEVES INTERMEDIATE RANGE (1) 
FLT TEST OF STABILIZED PLATFORM (1) 
MODEL NOSE CONE RECOVERED (C40) 
ACTIVE GUIDANCE INTRODUCED (3) 
FLIGHT TEST OF NOSE CONE (3) 
FULL SCALE NOSE CONE RECOVERED (5) 
FLT TEST OF FUSE 8 S8A DEVICE (5) 
COMPLETE CLOSED LOOP GUIDANCE (6) 
FLT TEST OF XW 49 WARHEAD ENVIRONMENT (6) 
FIRST MSL DELIVERED TO USAF (101) 

GROUND EQUIPMENT 
FIRST MISSILE DRY LAUNCHED 
TACTICAL LAUNCHER 8 ERECTION EQPT DEMO 
RAPID PROPELLANT LOADING DEMONSTRATED 
DRY LAUNCH SIMULATE UNDER TACT. FLD. COND. 
LAYING SCHEME DEMONSTRATED 
GROUND SYSTEM BREADBOARD TEST 
AUTO. 1 5 MIN. COUNTDOWN WITH TACT. EQPT. 


